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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that form the basis 
for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an applicatiai for patent, published under section 122(b), 
by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a 
patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty 
defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application 
filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United States and 
was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-8, 10-16, 21-23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ahmed et al. (7,006,453)» 

Consider claim 1, Ahmed teaches a method for communicating via a network comprising nodes 
(see the abstract, fig 1), the method comprising: 

predicting a location where a destination node will be upon arrival of a message unit relayed via 
the network (see the abstract, col 2 lines 15-40, col 4 lines 64-67, col 5 lines 1-30); and 

selecting an intermediate node for relaying the message unit between a source node and the 
destination node in response to the predicted location of the destination node (col 2 lines 15-40, col 4 
lines 64-67, col 5 lines 1-30 and 48-60). 

Consider claim 22, Ahmed teaches an apparatus for routing communications via a network 
comprising nodes (figure 11, see col 2 lines 64-67, col 3 lines 1-25, 50-65), the apparatus comprising: 

a location prediction processor for predicting a location where a destination node will be upon 
arrival of a message unit at the destination node (figure 11, see col 2 lines 64-67, col 3 lines 1-25, 50-65); 
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a relay node selector for selecting an intermediate node for relaying the message unit between a 
source node and the destination node in response to the predicted location of the destination node (figure 
1, col 2 lines 15-40, col 4 lines 64-67, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 2, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches selecting the intermediate node 
comprises predicting locations where a plurality of nodes of the network will be upon arrival of the 
message unit at each of the plurality of nodes, and performing the selection in response to the predicted 
location of the destination node and the predicted locations of the plurality of nodes (see col 2 lines 20- 
40, col 4 lines 7-24, 60-67, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 3, as applied to claim 2, Ahmed teaches wherein the steps of predicting the 
locations of the plurality of nodes and selecting the intermediate node are performed by at least one of the 
plurality of nodes (col 2 lines 20-40, col 4 lines 7-24, 60-67, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 4, The method of claim 3, Ahmed teaches wherein the steps of predicting the 
locations of the plurality of nodes and selecting the intermediate node are performed simultaneously (see 
figures 4, 7 col 2 lines 13-40, col 4 lines 25-67, col 5 lines 1-30, describing destination locations being 
located by using the geometry-based routing protocol with intermediate nodes inherently occur at same 
time). 

Consider claim 5, as applied to claim 3, Ahmed teaches wherein predicting the locations of the 
plurality of nodes occurs upon arrival or prior to arrival of the message unit at each of the plurality of 
nodes (col 1 lines 65-67, col 2 lines 1-10, col 5 lines 48-60). 

Consider claim 6, as applied to claim 3, further comprising sharing the predicted locations of the 
plurality of nodes with other nodes of the plurality of nodes (see col 2 lines 29-40, col 3 lines 10-15, 50- 
67, disclosing each node knows other nodes' location information). 

Consider claim 7, as applied to claim 2, wherein selecting the intermediate node comprises 
predicting locations where a plurality of nodes of the network will be upon arrival of the message unit at 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/790,584 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2617 

each of the plurality of nodes, and performing the selection in response to the predicted location of the 
destination node and the predicted locations of the plurality of nodes for relaying the message via at least 
one of the plurality of intermediate nodes (see col 2 lines 15-40, col 4 lines 7-35, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 8, as applied to claim 7, further comprising causing at least one of the source 
node and the plurality of nodes to attach to the message unit state information comprising at least one of a 
prior speed, a prior direction, a prior destination, and a prior location of at least one of the nodes (see col 3 
lines 1-25, col 8 lines 1-15). 

Consider claim 10, as applied to claim 2, Ahmed teaches wherein selecting the intermediate 
node further comprises selecting a sequence of at least one intermediate node of the plurality of nodes 
whose predicted location is closer to the predicted location of the destination node than is at least one 
other node of the plurality of nodes (col 4 lines 64-67, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 11, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches wherein selecting the intermediate 
node comprises selecting a node whose predicted location is within a transmission range for receipt of the 
message unit (col 3 lines 25-36, col 4 lines 33-45, col 7 lines 55-64). 

Consider claim 12, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches wherein the location of the destination 
node is predicted in response to state information associated with a prior state of the destination node, the 
state information comprising at least one of a prior speed, a prior direction, and a prior location of the 
destination node, and a time stamp identifying an age of the state information (see col 3 lines 1-25, col 8 
lines 1-15). 

Consider claim 13, as applied to claim 12, Ahmed teaches further comprising causing the state 
information to be attached to the message unit, and causing at least one of the intermediate node and the 
destination node to retrieve, alter, and reattach the state information, wherein altering comprises (i) 
replacing at least a portion of the state information with information having a more recent time stamp or 
(ii) adding information having a more recent time stamp (see col 3 lines 1-25, col 7 lines 64-67, col 8 
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lines 1-15 and lines 40-55). 

Consider claim 14, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches fiirther comprising causing a node of 
the network to broadcast to a plurality of nodes of the network a request for state informatipn of the 
plurality of nodes (see col 6 lines 34-50). 

Consider claim 15, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches further comprising attaching to the 
message unit information identifying the predicted location of the destination node (col 2 lines 13-30, col 
4 lines 45-67, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 16, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches further comprising causing the 
intermediate node to select a next intermediate node for relaying the message unit between the 
intermediate node and the destination node in response to the predicted location (see figures 1, 2, 5, 7 
and 9, col 4 lines 7-32, col 5 lines 1-30). 

Consider claim 21, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed teaches wherein the message unit is associated 
with a binary data packet, and fiirther comprising repeating predicting and selecting for each one of a 
series of data packets (see col 6 lines 5-20). 

Consider claim 23, as applied to claim 22, Ahmed teaches further comprising a state information 
storage unit for storing state information associated with at least one of a prior state and a predicted state 
of at least one node of the network (see fig 11, number 960, col 3 lines 1-25, col 5 lines 48-60). 

Consider claim 25, as applied to claim 22, Ahmed teaches further comprising a state information 
examination unit for examining state information attached to the message unit (col 3 lines 1-25). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
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patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims under 
35 U.S.C. 103(aX the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was commonly 
owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to the contrary. 
Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of 
each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner 
to consider the applicabflity of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior ait under 
35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v, John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 (1966), 
that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are 
summarized as follows: 

1. Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness or 
nonobviousness. 

5. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ahmed et al. (7,006,453), 
further in view of Kennedy (2004/0219909). 

Consider claim 9, as applied to claim 7, Ahmed fails to teach feature of causing one of the 
selected plurality of intermediate nodes to alter a routing list of future intermediate nodes of the selected 
plurality of intennediate nodes when the predicted location of the destination node was based on outdated 
information, however, it is very noticeable Ahmed teaches nodes use the geometry-based routing protocol 
to identify other closest nodes (see col 4 lines 64-67 and col 5 lines 1-30). In an analogous art, Kennedy 
teaches the feature of alter a routing list of future intermediate nodes of the selected plurality of 
intermediate nodes when the predicted location of the destination node was based on outdated information 
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(see the abstract, pars [6], [11], [12], [28], [30], [311), Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to modify and incorporate Kennedy 
teachings into Ahmed invention in order to have the feature of causing one of the selected plurality of 
intermediate nodes to alter a routing list of future intermediate nodes of the selected plurality of 
intermediate nodes when the predicted location of the destination node was based on outdated 
informaticHi. 

6. Claims 17-20, 24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ahmed 
et aL (7,006,453), further in view of Moon et al. (2005/0076054). 

Consider claim 17, as applied to claim 1, Ahmed fails to teach acquiring geographic information 
identifying physical features, however, it is noticeable that Ahmed teaches pilot signals being transmitted 
between nodes in a purpose of sensing the presence of other nodes in order to exchange information for 
setting up links among them (see col 3 lines 1-25). In an analogous art, Moon teaches the featuring of 
acquiring geographic information identifying physical features (see pars [19], (20), [36], [39], [46], [50], 
[58], [651-[67], [72], [73]). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention was made to modify and incorporate Moon teachings into Ahmed invention in 
order to have the feature of acquiring geographic information identifying physical features. 

Consider claim 18, as applied to claim 17, Ahmed as modified by Moon, teaches wherein the 
physical features interfere with network communications (pars [19], [20], [36], [39], [46], [50], [58], 
I65J-[67],[721,[731). 

Consider claim 19, as applied to claim 17, Ahmed as modified by Moon, teaches wherein 
acquiring geographic information comprises inferring the physical features from attenuation of at least 
one transmitted signal (pars [19], [20], (36], [39], [46], [50], [58], [65]-[671, [72], [73]). 

Consider claim 20, as applied to claim 17, Ahmed as modified by Moon, teaches wherein 
selecting the intermediate node comprises selecting a node whose predicted location is essentially 
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unobstructed by the physical features (pars (19], [201, [36], [39), [46], [SOJ, [58], [6Sl-[67), [72], [73]). 

Consider claim 24, as applied to claim 22, Ahmed as modified by Moon, further teaches a 
geographic information storage unit for storing geographic information identifying physical features that 
obstruct the network communications (see figure 11, numbers 960 and 970). 

Consider claim 26, as applied to claim 25, Ahmed as modified by Moon, further teaches wherein 
the state informaticm examination unit examines geogr^hic information attached to the message unit (col 
3, lines 1-25). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Huy C. Ho whose telephone number is (571) 270-1 108. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday - Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m., EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Nick 
Corsaro can be reached on (571) 272-7876. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained 
from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available 
through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would Hke assistance from a USPTO Customer 
Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR 
CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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